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Courtesy Washington Post. Photo by Harris and Bwing. 
Woman's Party Deputation Protests Exclusion of Countess of Cathcart 
_ Left to right, standing: Mabel Vernon, Sara Grogan, Grace Osgood, Mrs. Anna T. | a 
‘Milburn, Mrs. Legare O’Bear, Mary M. Lockwood, and Myrtle Cain. Seated: W. W. 
Husband, Commissioner General of Immigration, and Robe Carl White, Second 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 
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Swedish Feminists Win. 
R. ANDREA ANDREED - SVED- 
BERG of Sweden, who arrived in 
the United States last month, says that 
Swedish Feminists have won their fight 
for admission to Government positions, 
and their fight to prevent the enactment 
of labor laws for women only. 


Women’s Rights in Uruguay | 
E International Council of Women’s 
Bulletin for January states that in 
Uruguay the Chamber of Deputies is con- 


sidering a bill which, if passed, will alter 


the whole status of women in politics and 
before the law. The bill is due to the in- 
itiative of Dr. Balthasar Brum, ex-Presi- 
dent of the Republic, a man of consider: 


able importance and a good Feminist. 
The provisions are more. revolutionary . 


than anything that has so far been pro- 


- posed in any of the South American : 


States, the Bulletin. — 


TUDENTS of the University of Lon- 


don in a recent convocation adopted 
a resolution calling the attention of the 


Government to the anomaly whereby 


women graduates are debarred from ex- 
ercising the franchise until. they: are 30 


years old, while men, graduates can exer- 
cise’ the franchise. at 21. This condition 


exists all over England, of course. - 


Exclusion of Women From Occupations 


OMMENTING on the efforts to ex- 

clude women from occupations, the 
Vote, organ of the National Union of So- 
cieties ~ Equal Citizenship (England) 
says: | 
“Barlier this month we reported that 
the chairman of the Sheffield Branch of the 
United Commercial Travelers’ Association 
welcomed the first woman member of that 
Branch. Last week the Belfast’ Branch of 
the United Commercial Travelers’ Asso- 
ciation, when invited to admit women as 
members, decided by 20 votes to 15 to 
postpone a decision on the matter for 12 
months. One of the men who opposed 
their admission said that woman’s place 
was in the home; and another man stated 
that commercial traveling was a man’s 
job; that he did not want to encourage 
any woman to go on ‘road’ duty; and, 
further, that women commercial travelers 
worked for salaries that would not keep 
men in cigarettes! If men continue to ex- 
clude women from their trade associa- 
tions, have not men only themselves to 
blame when women succeed in undercut- 
ting them? There are 50 women commer- 
cial travelers in the Association, and 5,000 
men members. 


Feminist Notes 


Brazilian Medical Women 

HILE women in the medical pro- 

fession in Brazil have officially equal 
standing and equal opportunities with 
men in the profession, many difficulties 
are made for them in actual practice, Dr. 
Meta E. Franke writes in the Medical 
Women’s Journal. They are admitted on 
equal terms with men at the medical col- 
leges, the hospitals, the laboratories, and 


in the medical societies. Many women 
have achieved distinction in both private 


practice and public health work. 


British Feminists Recount Disabilities 


Women’s Freedom League (Eng- 
land) in its official paper, The 


Woman’s Leader, recounts the following 
disabilities of English women: 


“We are not yet fully enfranchised. We 


are not yet accorded equal opportunities 
to develop our earning power, and achieve 

a just price for such earning power as,we | 
possess. Our principal occupation is still 
degraded by a servile economic status. Its: 
product: human life, is still undervalued 


in a social system which is-more solicitous 


_for the sanctity of material property. We 
are not yet ‘pulling our weight’ in the 
world. Our world is, in fact, still over- 


whelmingly a man-made world, with man- 
made politics, churches, preoccupations, 
laws, customs, economic arrangements 
and social values. We do not use the 
term ‘man-made’ in an abusive sense— 
rather in a descriptive sense. It is partly 
our fault that we have left men so long to 
mold our joint world on their own one- 
sided plan. And on the whole they have 
not done so badly with it. It is at least a 
very well-ordered world, and one which 
has gone very far towards solving the 
problems of material production. But it 


is still a world in which one would not. 


choose (unless endowed with the fighting 
spirit of revolt) to be born a woman.” 


Young Woman Bank Director 

NE of the youngest directors of a 

Wall Street bank is Pearl Kramer, 
30, who has been recently elected a direc- 
tor of Jesse Winburn & Co., New York. 
She has been out of public school only a 
little more than ten years, and did not go 
to college. 


“One of her first assignments will be a 
trip to Europe to negotiate the prelimi- 
nary plans for a $50,000,000 amalgama- 


tion of firms in England, France and the 


United States, the details of which were 
not made public, the press reports. 


Equal Rights 


Woman Announces Candidacy ee 
RS. JACOB BAUER, Chicago busi- __ 
ness woman, has announced her — 


candidacy to succeed Representative Fred a 
A. Britten in Congress for the Ninth Ili. © 


nois District. 


Argentine Women Doctors Have Equal 
Rights 

OMEN doctors in the Aeiitins Re- 

public are in every respect on an 
equality with the men in the profession, 
Dr. Virginia Peratlotto, one of the lead- 
ing women physicians there, states. The 
first woman graduate of the Buenos Aires 
College got her medical degree in 1889. 
Forty-two women received medical degrees 


at that institution from that time till 1921. 


Woman Wins Sculpture Prize 
OR the first time, the press reports, a 
woman has won the grand State prize 
in sculpture awarded annually by the Ger- 


tan Academy of Fine Arts. The winner — 
is Ruth Roradan of Dusseldorf, and the 


prize of 2,200 marks, is designed to make 


possible a study tour of Italy. 


Girl Pastor 


ISS VIOLET HEDGER, ‘O5 years 
old, has taken over her duties as 


_ pastor of the Baptist Church at Little- 
over, near Derby, England. Miss Hedger 


is a keen sportswoman, being a champion 
long-distance swimmer and a splendid 
tennis player. 

From childhood the girl pastor has been 


fond of scriptural studies, in which she 


always excelled. At the age of 17 she 
passed the London matriculation exami- 
nation with honors, getting a mark of 100 
per cent for her scripture papers. 

During the war she was employed as a 
clerk in the War Office, but, determined 
to pursue her ambition, she studied at 
night for years . She has preached already 
in many parts of the country. _ 


Women Mas Now Fill Hich Floats 


HE Government in France has recent- 

ly decided that women shall be eligible 
for the highest positions in the postal and 
telegraph service in that country. In fu- 
ture women may rise to be office chiefs, 
managers, inspectors, etc., and they will 
thus figure in all the promotions of one 
of the most important of the Government 
departments. 


_ English Women Barristers 


ERE are now 73 women barristers 
in England. 


i 
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Maryland Branch Keeps Open House 


By Florence Elizabeth Kennard 


WING to the courtesy of Miss Ethy] 
() Clarke, manager of the National 
Pure Food Show held in Baltimore, 
February 8 to 13, inclusive, the Maryland 
Branch of the National Woman’s Party 


was given a booth for the dissemination of 
Equal Rights literature and ideas. This 


week was a banner week for the local 
organization. 

Due to the untiring efforts of Mrs. Theo- 
dore W. Forbes, a most interesting and 
artistic exhibit of woman’s work in early 
colonial times was presented in the booth. 
Here were the old deal tables of one hun- 
dred and fifty years ago, the chairs quaint 


in design and unusual in character, the 


old, old settee that could be converted into 
a table at a moment’s notice by a simple 
twist of the wrist, the homespun rug in 


front of the great fireplace with its logs 
on the andirons and the tea kettle hang- 
ing on the crane—the hugh iron skillets | 


nearby with the old-fashioned waffle iron 
and the broilers. Not far away was the 
butter churn and the candle molds, and 
near the center the hugh spinning wheel 
and the reels. Underneath the mantel, 
upon which stood an historic clock and a 
Paul Revere lantern, was the placard: 


“Woman’s work has moved out of 
the home. She must follow it to the 
factory. We demand economic 
equality.” 


During the entire week the booth was 
the mecca of many hundreds of visitors to 
the show, from the Governor of Maryland, 
Albert C. Ritchie, to the little old tooth- 
less Irish woman who had come across 
just three months ago and who gazed 
upon the spinning wheels and the reels 
and the great open fireplace with eager- 
ness and delight while the light of happi- 
ness shown in her face as she excitedly 


_ explained the heirlooms to her niece. Yes, 


she knew all about them and felt oh, so 


happy that at last she had found a bit of — 


home in a far country! 

Much interest was evinced by both men 
and women in the various placards. One 
exhibitor who hailed from Pennsylvania, 
after reading that there were thirty-one 


discriminations against women in Mary- 


land, and that the Maryland Branch was 
working to abolish them, said: “I'll send 
my wife over. She has been wanting to 
join an organization of this sort ever since 
we've been in Maryland.” Pretty soon 
over came the wife—a bright-faced little 
woman who immediately joined and paid 
her dues. 

Then along came a tired teacher wie 
was facing life with a great sorrow, tug- 
ging at her heart strings. She joined at 


once, grateful for the aid given the teach- 


ers of Baltimore in their fight for equal 
pay for equal: work by the Maryland 
Branch, and longing for something that 
would bring new interest into her life. 
Many other incidents could be cited where 
the newly aroused interest resulted in new 
members. Not all, of course, were favor- 
able to the cause, as in the case of a big 


- fat woman who stopped to consider the 


placards, and when asked if she were in- 
terested in the movement, replied in a 
superior manner: “No, my husband sup- 
ports me!” When it was gently suggested 


that the time might come when he could | 


not, she snorted, “Huh! mine will, that’s 
what I married him for—ain’t it? Huh!” 
and waddled away registering scorn and 
derision. 

Tea was served in the booth every after- 
noon and evening, and Equal Rights lit- 
erature distributed. On Friday night the 
teachers of the Secondary School Associa- 
tion, with Mrs. Forbes, acted as hostesses. 


Those members of the Maryland Branch 
serving as hostesses during the week were 


Mesdames George R. Rollman, chairman; . 
- Blanche Bubert, Almira Sweeten, Aileen 


Erwin, Louise Graham, Anne Mullin, 
Vera Fowler Lewis, Howard North, 
Charles E. Frainie, and Misses Florence 
Hanna and Louisa Kennard. 

Thursday afternoon was the afternoon. 
Special invitations were sent out announc- 


ing that Jessie Dell of Georgia—the first 


woman appointed as United States Civil 
Service make an ad- 


| dress. 
Miss Dell, who had contracted a heavy 


cold, was forbidden at the last moment by 
her physician to come over from Washing- 
ton, and although the Maryland Branch 
very deeply regretted not hearing Miss 
Dell, her place was admirably filled 


_ by Laura M. Berrien, also of Georgia, but 


who is now law clerk in the Income Tax 
Department in Washington and finance 


chairman of the Government Workers’ 


Council. Miss Berrien very kindly con- 
sented to come over with hardly an hour’s 
notice and made a most forceful speech. 
She began by saying that the Equal Rights 


Amendment is so simple that any one can 


— it from the least to the great- 
She explained that the Woman’s 


po is now fighting for the removal of 


all discrimination against women. 
At the close of Miss Berrien’s address, 


Mrs. Hooker was called upon for a speech 
and made an appeal for members and . 
subscribers. 


The Maryland —_ is deeply grate- 
ful to Miss Clarke for the privilege of 
keeping open house for a week and get- 
ting many personal contacts, which other- 
wise would have been impossible, and sin- 
cerely appreciates the many cdurtesies ex- 
tended by the management. 


For Equal Rights in Virginia 


OMEN will be represented on the 

WV commission to revise the constitu- 
tion and the laws of Virginia, 
Governor Harry Byrd assured members 


of the National Woman’s Party immedi- 
ately after his inauguration. : 


Margaret Whittemore, vice president of 
the Woman’s Party, and Sophie Meredith, _ 


chairman of the Virginia Branch, called 
on Governor Byrd the morning after 
his inauguration and discussed with him 
the measure now before the Virginia Gen- 
eral Assembly to remove the common law 
disabilities of women, and to recommend 
that women be placed on the commission 
of five to revise the constitution of the 


State. The Governor assured Mrs. _ 
Meredith and Miss Whittemore that he 


would appoint two women to the com- 
mission, and said he was not hostile to 
the Equal Rights measure. 


Inasmuch as the status of women ~— 


changed more rapidly than the status of 
any other group, it is particularly im- 
portant that women be represented on any 
such commission to revise codes of law. 
The measure to equalize the status of 
men and women before the laws of Vir- 
ginia has been introduced into the House 
of Delegates, and will soon be introduced 


into the Virginia Senate. Mrs. Meredith 


and her committee of Woman’s Party 


members are now polling both houses, 
and find very favorable opinion on the 
measure, which was defeated last year by 
only three members. 


The patrons of the bill are Delegates 


Adams and Hicks. 

Following the activities attendant upon 
the inauguration, Mrs. Meredith gave a 
large reception in honor of Miss Whitte- 
more, at which Miss Whittemore spoke. 
The house was decorated with purple, 
white, and gold flowers, and a large 
gathering heard Miss Whittemore speak 
on the effects of the so-called “protective” 
legislation which applies to women only 
and not to their competitors. 
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MEMBERSHIP OF THE WOMAN'S PARTY 


‘OBJECT OF THE WOMAN'S PARTY 


; To remove all forms of the subjection of 
women. 


| THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 


“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States 


and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation” 


Senate Joint Resolution Number 21. 
Bouse Joint Resolution Number 75. 


Introduced in the Senate, December 10, 1923, 
by SenaToR E. Curris. 
Introduced in the House of 

December 18, 192 
by D. BR. 


cart’s spirited stand is of immeasurable yalue._ 


Dr. Caroline Spencer, Colo. 


Florence B. Whitehouse, Me. 
Ines Haynes Irwin, N. Y. Margery Whittemore, Mich. 
 Bilizabeth T. Kent, Cal. 


Eoual Right 


_ The Great Impediment 


F all the tenaituniats to human progress that which we would pick out 
and give first place to is lack of imagination. People do not go forward 
because they think that the place they are in is all right, or at least is as good 
as could be expected. Lacking imagination they fail to see the intolerable con- 


ditions just beyond their doorsteps until some unusual and startling episode | 


acquaints them with facts that have been all the time obvious. 
As routine work callouses the hand, so routine living callouses the soul. 


We put up with things because we are used to them. Hence war, hence poverty, 


hence prostitution. To a spirit fresh from the hands of its Maker any one of 


_ these social monstrosities would be unbearable, but to the adult man or woman, 


calloused by living, they are merely words to be taken for granted like _— rest 
of the dictionary. 

There has been a great to-do about the Cathcart-Craven case. People who 

have never before taken the slightest interest in a single moral] standard have 
leaped into print and spoken eloquently and excellently about the unspeakable 
injustice of admitting the Earl of Craven into our country and then denying 
a similar courtesy to Lady Cathcart. What they have said is true, we rejoice 
in their saying it, but we — they will keep right on and complete the enter- 
prise. 
- There are hundreds of women in hospitals and jails in this country who 
have been sent there by the authorities while their masculine copartners in 
guilt enjoy unimpeded liberty. We would call this condition to the attention 
of those who sympathize with Lady Cathcart. Plenty of women have been 
refused entrance before into the United States on grounds of “moral turpi- 
tude,” but few, if) any, men have received similar treatment. slasenes unfortu- 
nates, however, did not have titles to their names. 

For years the National Woman’s Party has been demanding a single 
standard of morals for the two sexes, but officials and the public alike have 
been deaf to this appeal for common justice. It remained for Lady Cathcart, 
young, gifted, of high social station, to vitalize this demand and give it more 
than verbal meaning. As a contribution to the Feminist movement, Lady Cath- 


Additional Evidence 


A RECENT ties made by students in the Bryn Mawr Summer School and 
published by the Women’s Bureau of the United States Department of 
Labor, under the title, “Women Workers and Family Support,” Bulletin No. 
49, deserves the attention of all Feminists. Those of our members who have 
not already seen the report are advised to write to the Women’s Bureau and 
secure a copy, for every word of it bespeaks the importance of equal Ergate in 
industry. The cost of the pamphlet is five cents per copy. 

The group studied numbered 101 women between the ages of 21 and 36, 


only eight of whom were married. 


_ In its conclusions the report says: “It is evident that so far as the workers 
at the Bryn Mawr Summer School are representative, the burden of family 
support borne by women in industry constitutes, generally speaking, so large 
a proportion of their actual earnings that it determines the economic position 
of the worker in a very important way. * * * For nearly one-fifth of the 
workers the burden included the support of one or more total dependents. 
Even the workers who boarded away from home still contributed to family 
support in about one-half the cases; * * * The Bryn Mawr Summer 
School workers, however, did not include many representatives of the hardest- 
pressed workers. They were at least so situated that—their maintenance being 
covered by scholarships—they could spare two months away from their employ- 
ment and forfeit their earnings for that time. Therefore it is reasonable to 
assume that the share in family support of women workers in general is prob- 


ably an even heavier burden than that carried by the group studied.” 


The facts presented by the report indicate conclusively that the ancient 
picture of women as “pin money” workers is wholly out of perspective. 

It would be of very great interest to have a similar study made of Men 
Workers and Family Support, say at Brookwood College or elsewhere, in 
order to compare the obligations of men and women workers in regard to the 
support of dependents, An, investigation along these lines among the public 
school teachers of Baltimore City showed that the burden of family support 
was heavier upon the women than upon the men in the profession. Thus do 


facts when faced fairly form the best basis for principles of justice. 


Equal Rishts 
| | 
| 
| | 
Edith Houghton Hooker, . . .  Editer 
Dora G. Ogle, Business Manager 
Nina B. Allender 
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Dimner for Miss Dell 


"BANQUET in of J essie Dell, 
United States Civil Service Com- 
» missioner, will be given by the 
National Woman’s Party at the May- 
flower Hotel on Sunday, February 28. 
The dinner will celebrate the achieve- 
ments of women, so signally exemplified 
by Miss Dell, and the speakers are being 
chosen to represent various aspects of 
the attainments of women. 

Sara P. Grogan, a co-chairman of the 
District of Columbia Branch of the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party, is chairman of the 
Committee on Arrangements. Reserva- 
tions are $3.00 each, and should be made 
with Miss Grogan, at 1801 K Street, N.W., 
Washington, D. C. 

Edith Houghton Hooker, chairman of 
the National Council of the Woman’s 


Party, will preside and introduce the 


speakers, “who. will be distinguished 


women. 


Organizations and individual men and 
women interested in the attainments of 
women are invited to attend the dinner. 
Tables for ten are available for organi- 
zations or for individuals desiring to 
entertain at the dinner. | 

Among those who have already re- 


served tables for the event are Mrs. 


Harvey Wiley, Mrs. Arthur Keith, Mrs. 
Theodore Tiller, Judge Mary O’Toole, 
Dean Emma Gillett of the Washington 
College of Law, Laura Berrien, Sue 
White, Gertrude Leonard, Flora Walker, 
Miriam Berryhill, Stella Hellman, Eliza- 
beth E. Edes, Aline Solomons, and Nina 
Allender. 

Miss Dell has been a member of the 


National Party since it was first 


organized, wid has devoted of her 
life to work for the advancement of 
women. She is chairman of the Govern- 
ment Workers’ Council of the National 
Woman’s Party. Because of her ‘unfail- 

ing stand for Equal Rights between men 
and women in every aspect of htiman life, 
it is particularly fortunate that. she. is in 


the position to which President Coolidge 


appointed her as one of the commission of 
three at the head of the Civil Service, 


_ which employs so many women. 


The dinner will take the form of a cele- 
bration of the victory which was won for 
women in the appointment of Miss Dell 
to this position, than which no higher has 
ever been awarded to a woman by appoint- 
ment or election, and a celebration. of the 
achievements of women in other profes- 
sions, arts and other aapects of public life. 


For A Single Moral Standard — 


a double moral standard was the re- 

fusal last week of the United States 
immigration officials to admitsV era, Count- 
ess Cathcart, to the United States, while 
the man named as a co-respondent in the 
divorce suit against her had been ad- 
mitted without question. 
officials based their exclusion of her on 
the fact that the grounds on which her 
husband divorced her invol “moral 
turpitude,” for. which aliens may be 
barred from the United States. No ques- 
tion of the “moral turpitude” of the man 
involved had been raised when he asked 
and was granted admittance to the 
country. 

The National Woman’s Party imme- 
diately protested against this discrimina- 
tion, with the result that sentiment was 
aroused everywhere against this applica- 
tion to a woman of a law ignored in the 
ease of the man. This is a case where the 
law is the same for men and women. Only 
in the enforcement of the law lies the 
discrimination. 


conti dramatizing the existence of 


On Saturday a detnkation of women 


representing various parts of the country 
interviewed Carl Robe White and W. W. 
Husband, assistant secretaries of labor, to 
lay before them the protest of women 
against this flagrant discrimination. The 
written protest, which was also placed be- 


fore Secretary of Labor James J. Davis, 


read: 


On behalf of the National Woman’s 
Party, this delegation comes to you to 
protest against the action of the immi- 
gration authorities in excluding the Count- 
ess of Cathcart while admitting without 
question the man involved in the same 
Case, and while constantly admitting men 
to our country regardless of their con- 
duct in such matters. 


Immigration 


By Ruby A. Black 


The National Woman’s Party stands 
unqualifiedly for a single standard of 
morals and urges you to overrule this 
decision setting up a moral censorship 
for women that does not apply to men. 
There is nothing in our immigration law 


authorizing such. discrimination against 


women. We demand that the law be en- 
forced in a way that does not discrimi- 
nate against women. 

On behalf of the National Woman’s 


Party, 


Avice PauL, New Jersey; 
MABEL VERNON, Delaware; 
Cain, Minnesota; 
Sara P. Grogan, Georgia; 
Grace Oscoop, New Jersey; 


Anna THomson MiLBuRN, Washington; 


Mrs. Lecare O’Brar, District of Columbia; 


Assy Scort Baker, District of Columbia; — 


IsaBELLE Kenpie, District of Columbia ;. 
PavuLINE CiarK, New York; 

Mary Drxon-WI11 Is, Texas; 

Emma WOLD, Oregon. 

Miss Vernon and Miss Wold orally 
presented the Woman’s Party’s interests 
in the case to Secretaries Husband and 
White. 


An audience was asked by the National 


Woman’s Party at the hearing of the 
case on Monday. The Woman’s Party, 
in demanding a hearing, explained that 
it was appearing, not specifically for the 
Countess Cathcart, but for the millions of 
women who believe in a single standard 
of morals, and who would inevitably be 
affected by an official recognition of one 
standard of morals for men and another 
for women. | 

It was indeed encouraging to see the 
nation-wide protest aroused by this case 
of an attempt on the part of Government 


officials to enforce one code of morals 


for women and another for men. News- 


papers everywhere featured this aspect 


of the case, pointing out official and so- 
cial acceptance of. the Earl of. Craven, 
the man who was guilty of the same of- 
fense as the Countess Cathcart, while the 
woman was excluded from the country. 

Such a protest was raised by the women 
of the country that immigration author- 
ities had, at the moment ofthe -writing 
of this article; ordered the arrest of the 
Earl of Craven, whereas their first. state- 
ments were that he was not involved at 
all, and that he would aot be brought into 
the case. 

Not only did the case dramatize vividly 
the need for effecting into reality that 
portion of the “Declaration of Principles” 


of the National Woman’s Party which 
reads : 


“That a double onal standard shall 
no longer exist, but one code shall obtain 


for both men and women.” ~ 

But it also offered one more example of 
the need for writing into the Constitution 
of the United States the principle - of 
Equal Rights between men and: women. 

Among those who went in the deputa- 
tion Monday were: Mabel Vernon, Wil- 
mington, Delaware; Ida Cowan, Durham, 
North Carolina; Emma Wold, Portland, 
Oregon; Myrtle Cain, Minneapolis, Min- 
nesota; Jennie Buck, Aleandria, Virginia ; 
Mary Dixon-Willis, Houston, Texas; Sara 
Grogan, Gainsville, Georgia; Grace Os- 
good, Hammonton, New Jersey; Amelia 
Himes Walker and a delegation from 
Baltimore, Maryland; Pauline Clark, 
New York City; Mrs. Cyrus Mead, Day- 
ton, Ohio; Maud Younger, Los Gatos, 
California; Gertrude Crocker, Mrs. Geo. 
Odell, Mrs. Peter Drury, Mrs. Legare 
O’Bear, Mrs. Charles M. Shaw, Dr. Hud- 
dleston, Mary Lockwood and Abby Scott 
Baker of the District of Columbia. | 
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marry Grover Bergdoll, famous for his 

evasion of the draft for military ser- 
vice, would she become an alien? 

If an American woman marries an 
alien from a country neutral in the recent 


an American-born woman should 


war who withdrew his declaration to be- 


come a citizen of the United States and 
was thus “forever * * * debarred from 


becoming a citizen,” does she forfeit her 
nationality? 


If Albert Gradt, who was convicted of 


deserting from the army and was refused 


naturalization papers has a wife, is she 


_ prohibited from seeking naturalization in 


her own right? 

When the naturalization papers of Sak- 
haram Pandit and other Hindus are can- 
celled, do their American-born wives auto- 
matically become aliens? 

If any native American woman, expa- 
triated by marriage to an alien ineligible 
to citizenship or by residence abroad, 
should seek to recover American citizen- 
ship by naturalization, is she subject to 


. the general naturalization laws or to 
those incorporated in the Cable Act, and 


does she take the status of a native Ameri- 


: ean citizen or of a naturalized citizen? 


When an American-born Chinese wom- 
aa marries an alien Chinese, is she secure 


in her right to re-enter the United States — 


after her marriage is ended? 
- These questions and others of a similar 


nature are not academic. They have been 


raised in specific cases. Upon their an- 
swer depends the liberty and happiness 
of some women as well as their right to 
property and a vote. Inquiries of the 


Bureau of Naturalization and the De- 


partmen of State reveal that technical 
experts differ widely in their answers and 


that, until cases reach the Supreme Court 


of the United States, every little lower 
court has an opinion of its own. The con- 
struction and the application of the law 
is, as one official defined it, “a jumble.” 

The difficulties arise from the Cable Act 
—the present Married Woman’s Citizen- 
ship Act. Upon that they all agree. That 
act, intended to give a married woman 
the right of citizenship independent of 
her husband, stops short at the woman 
who marries an alien ineligible to citizen- 
ship in the United States. Such a woman, 
if an American, loses her American na- 
tionality; if.an alien, her right to acquire 
American nationality. The act also fails 
to provide for the recovery.of her Ameri- 
can citizenship after the marriage is dis- 
solyed by her husband’s death or by di- 
vorce. Finally it places American women 


married to aliens, though they retain 


their citizenship, in the same class with 
naturalized citizens—subject to the pre- 
sumption that residence out of the United 


By Emma Wold, 


Legislative Secretary of the National 
Woman's Party 


States for a certain period of time shows 
an abandonment of their citizenship. 

No similar laws apply to a man. He 
may marry any person without losing his 
citizenship or right to be admitted to 
citizenship. He may live out of the 
United States indefinitely and, if a native 
American citizen, suffer no presumption 
of expatriation. | 

As a result of the Cable Act we now 
have three sets of rules for American 
citizenship; one for men and some wom- 
en; a second for women married to aliens 
eligible to citizenship; a third for women 


. Married to aliens not eligible to citizen- 


ship. 


ENATOR La Follette would clear up 
the “jumble.” At the initiative of the 
National Woman’s Party he has intro- 
duced a bill which would take married 


women out of the class they now occupy 


by themselves and give them, as to citi- 
zenship, the rights of men and unmarried 
women. He would remove the distinction 
between the sexes on this point which the 


late Representative Rogers of Massachu- 


setts characterized as being’ “as archaic 
as ordeal by fire.”” He would preserve to 


every woman born with the precious heri- 


tage of American citizenship the right to 
that nationality which she has accepted 
as naturally as a babe the milk from its 
mother’s breast. 

Senator La Follette’s bill, known as 
Senate Bill No. 2969, has been referred 
to the Senate Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. It reads as follows: 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That 
a woman citizen of the United States 
shall not cease to be a citizen of the 
United States by reason of her marriage, 
after the passage of this act, to an alien. 

“Sec. 2 (a). That a woman who, before 
the passage of this act, has lost her 
United States citizenship by reason of 
her marriage to an alien, may have her 
citizenship restored by taking the oath of 
allegiance to the United States prescribed 
by the naturalization laws and regula- 
tions before a United States consul or 
any official designated by the Secretary 
of Labor. Such consul or official shall 
thereupon issue in triplicate a certificate 
of citizenship, giving one copy to the ap- 
plicant, retaining one copy, and forward- 
ing one copy to the Bureau of Naturaliza- 
tion. Such restoration of citizenship 
shall confer upon such woman the same 
citizenship status as she had immediately 
prior to her marriage. 

“(b) The Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of Labor shall jointly prescribe 
regulations for carrying out the provi- 
sions of this section. 


“Sec. 3. That Sections 3, 4 and 5 of 
the act entitled ‘An act relative to the 


naturalization and citizenship of married 
women,’ approved September 22, 1922, 
are repealed. Such repeal shal not termi- 
nate citizenship acquired or retained 
under Sections 3 or 4 of such act, nor re- 
store citizenship lost under ‘Section 3 of 


guch act. 


Y the enactment of this bill, four ob- 
jectives would be attained. 


1. An American woman citizen would 
stand absolutely on her own feet as to 
nationality, whether married to an alien 
who is or is not eligible to citizenship in 


the United States. _ 


2. An American woman would recover 
her American citizenship heretofore lost 


_ by marriage, by taking an oath of alle- 


giance to the United States and not by a 
process of naturalization as at present. 
She would then have the status of a na- 
tive or a naturalized citizen according 
as she was one or the other before her 
marriage. This method of recovery of 
citizenship has been granted to men who 
lost their United States citizenship by 
entering the service of another country at 


war with Germany and her allies before — 
we entered the war. (Act of May 9, Psi 


subdiv. 12, 40 Stat. 542.) 

3. The law as to expatriation would 
be the same for men and women. In 
other words, only two classes of citizens 


would be recognized—native-born and na- 


turalized. The former expatriates him- 
self only by naturalization in or taking 
the oath of allegiance to a foreign State; 
the latter expatriates himself also by fail- 
ure to overcome a presumption of aban- 


doning his United States citizenship when — 


he resides two years in the land from 
which he came or five years in any other 
foreign State. 
34 Stat. 1228.) It is to be remembered 
that no citizen is allowed to expatriate 
himself when this country is at war. 

4. An alien woman who herself is eli- 
gible to naturalization could be natural- 


| ized though her husband can not. 


" Objectives 3 and 4 would be accom- 
plished by the repeal of Sections 3, 4 and 
5 of the Cable Act which would leave in 


effect the general law on expatriation as 


it applies to citizens as stated above. The 
bill does not affect the right of married 
women to be naturalized as now provided 
by the Cable Act. It gives the same right 
to women married to ineligible aliens. 
There remains unaltered that part of the 
act which reads, “The right of any woman 
to become a naturalized citizen of the 
United States shall not be denied or 
abridged because of her sex or because she 
is a married woman.” Unchanged also 


(Act of March 2, 1907, © 
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is the mode by which the alien wife of a 
citizen may be naturalized, that is. with- 
out a declaration of intention and after 
only one year’s residence. (Act of Sept. 
22, 1922, Sections 1 and 2.) 
The principle of equality in national- 
ity rights regardless of sex and mar- 
riage is the basis of the Cable Act. It 
should have been applied to all cases. 
The hardships arising out of the inter- 
dependence of a woman’s citizenship 
status and the marital relation which 
served as an argument for a change in 1922 
and in earlier attempts to give married 
women independent citizenship, furnish 
as valid argument today in the case of 
women married to ineligible aliens. Per- 
sonal and property rights are affected to- 
day and may be most seriously involved 
in the future in this world not yet become 
warless, when the friendly alien of today 


may easily be the enemy alien of mamnor: | 


row. 


UST what married women are excluded 
from the provisions of the Cable Act 

is not exactly known, for the meaning 
of the phrase “ineligible to citizenship” 
has not yet been precisely determined. 
Naturalization is limited “to aliens being 
free white persons, and to aliens of Afri- 
can nativity, and to persons of African 
descent.” (R. 8. 2169, as amended by Act 
of February 18, 1875; 18 Stat. 318.) 


naturalization. (Act of May 6, 1882, 
Sec. 14; 22 Stat. 58.) The United States 
Supreme Court has decided that Japanese 
and Hindus are not “white persons.” 
(Ozawa v. U. S., 260 U. S. 178, 1922; 
U. 8. v. Thind, 261 U. S. 204, 1923.) Na- 
turalization courts have held that Ara- 
bians, Koreans, Burmese, and Indians 
born out of United States territory, may 
not be naturalized. (U.S. v. Ali, 7 Fed 
(2nd) 28, 1925; Petition of Easurk, 
Charr, 273 Fed. 207, 1921; In re Po, 
28 N. Y. 8S. 383, 1894; In re Camille, 6 
‘Fed. 256, 1880.) Federal Courts have 
thus far held that Syrians and Armenians 
are white. (Dow v. U. S., 226 Fed. 145, 
1915; U. 8S. v. Castoaind, 6 Fed (2nd) 
919, 1925.) 


In the case of pee em the decision 
came in a suit by the Government to can- 
cel the naturalization certificate of Car- 
tozian, a citizen of Oregon, on the ground 
that he was not entitled to it. The same 
court which had so ably reasoned that a 
high-caste Hindu was white in the Thind 
case, reasoned that racially an Armenian 
is white. 


the Hindu case. What it will do in the 
case of Armenians is still to be determin- 
ed. That many of these have married Ame- 
rican women, or women unquestionably 
white, is seen by the census of 1920 which 
shows over one thousand children having 
only one Armenian parent. American 


before her marriage. 


The Supreme Court of the 
United States reversed the judgment in 


women, married to naturalized Hindus, 
have been shocked at learning that they 
are aliens and not entitled to protection 
abroad. Chinese girls, citizens by birth, 
married to alien Chinese, have been 
stopped by the bar of exclusion when, on 
the death of-the husband, they have tried 
to return to their parents and friends in 
this country. (Ex parte Fung Sing, 6 
Fed. (2nd) 670, 1925.) 

- But these racially ineligible aliens are 
not all who are ineligible to citizenship. 
Deserters from the army or navy in time 
of war, or evaders of a draft for military 
service, forfeit their citizenship or, if 
aliens, forfeit the right to become citizens. 
(R. S. 1996-1998, as amended by Act of 
Aug. 22, 1912; 37 Stat. 356, part 1.) An 


alien from a country neutral in the.recent | 
war who relieved himself from liability — 


to serve in our forces by withdrawing a 


_ declaration of intention previously made, 


is forever barred from becoming a citizen. 
(Act of May 18, 1917, as amended Aug. 
31, 1918; 40 Stat. 955.) What status 
have the wives of such persons? Some 
officials declare they are not and can not 
be American citizens. 


What the status is of a woman natural- 


ized after the dissolution of marriage to 


an ineligible alien is not clear from the 
present law. Nor is that of the woman 


re may be naturalized after expatria- 
Chinese are specifically exeluded from / ti 


‘ion. by living abroad....The Cable Act 
applies to the woman who has lost her 
citizenship by marriage prior to Septem- 
ber 22, 1922 (Act of Sept. 22, 1922, Sec. 4; 
42 Stat. 1021), or to the woman who has 
resumed her citizenship under the act of 
1907 on the end of her marriage. (Ib. 


Sec. 7.) In these cases she takes the posi-. . 


tion of native born or naturalized citi- 
zen according as she was one or the other 
Must those who 
have continued to lose their citizenship 
and those held to be expatriated meet 
all the requirements of the naturalization 
law as to residence, declaration, proof of 
moral character and of attachment to the 
Government? Do they take the status 
of naturalized citizens subject to the pre- 
sumption stated below and subject at 


any time to the cancellation of their na- 


turalization papers for cause? This has 
not been answered. 


HE Cable Act creates the presump- 

tion that any American woman mar- 
ried to an alien and living out of the 
United States has ceased to be an Ameri- 
can citizen after two years’ residence in 
her husband’s country, or five years’ resi- 
dence in any other foreign country. This 
may be overcome by satisfactory evidence 


under rules prescribed by the State De-— 


partment. The latest rules, dated March 
2, 1925, require that such a married wom- 
an shall prove — mere assertion under 
oath not being sufficient—that, with the 
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intention to return to the United States, 
she resides abroad (1) as a representative 
of American trade, or (2) for reasons of 
health or education in special subjects. 
or (3) because some unforseen and con- 
trolling necessity prevented her earlier 
return, or (4) because she represents 
some recognized American educational, 


scientific, philanthropic or religious or- 
ganization or (5) as the representative of 


some legitimate professional or scientific 
occupation, consistent with American in- 


.terests for which she has been trained in 


American institutions. She herself must 
come within the scope of one of these 


rules, for “she can not overcome the pre- 


sumption merely by showing that her hus- 


band is residing abroad for a reason men- 


tioned in one of the rules.” 


Not through the rules but by way of 
informal information, one may learn that 
the use of a title of nobility where mar- 
riage has conferred one, may serve as evi- 


dence of intention to abandon American 


citizenship, since the spirit, if not the 
letter, of the Constitution forbids titles, 


and the naturalization law requires a re- 


nunciation of them. One is told also that 
the mere fact of a return to the United 
States is not sufficient to overcome the 
presumption of abandonment. There 


must be a clear intention to reside here. 


‘HE provisions in the Cable Act which 


still treat the wife as one withacertain — 


kind of husband did not go unchallenged 


when as a bill it was under discussion in 


Congress. For example, Mr. Denison of 
Illinois said, “But if a man marries a 
woman who cannot be naturalized, he 
does not lose his citizenship. Why do 
you not treat them both alike? * * * I 
think you ought to treat them both alike.” 


To this Mr. Raker of California replied: | 
“The man has always had his right of 


citizenship. The men have dominated the 
thing from the beginning. -They have 
been the lords of creation.” With this 
reply Mr. Denison had to be content. The 
point was raised again by Mr. Kincheloe 
of Kentucky. 

In 1920 both political parties in na- 
tional conventions adopted resolutions 
to correct the wrong done to women by 


_ the deprivation of their independent right 


of citizenship. The duty rests.upon those 
parties today to complete the work so 
well begun in 1922. Mr. Vaile of Colorado 
in speaking for the adoption of the bill 
in 1922, said: 


“Events have brought the coantey to 


the very definite conviction that women’s 


citizenship is not something merely in- 
cidental to the marriage status, but that 
woman’s citizenship is as important, as 
individual, and should be endowed with 
the same dignity and as 
man’s citizenship.” 


Equally applicable today is the sti 
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ment of Mr. Rogers of Massachusetts, 


who said: 


' “When ‘women were given civil equality 


“with men, the right seems to me 


HE Reverend Arthur Cardoss 
Grant, head of St. Matthew’s Mis- 
‘sion, the oldest Anglican Mission 
in the Ciskei, South Africa, and Mrs. 
Arthur Cardoss Grant, at whose mission 
I was a guest, as per previous arrange- 
ment, upon my insistance were taking . 
Sunday lunch with friends. , Whe five 
little Cardoss Grants and I were dining 
alone. Thirteen-year-old Emily, alive to 
her opportunity, was pelting me with 
the questions that the presence of father 
and mother had inhibited. ) 

‘“‘When they sent you here, didn’t ‘niey 
have a man to send?” was the first ques- 
tion. It was indicative of adult African 
reaction. 


“When I grow up I should like to go 


traveling like that,” mused Emily. 


“There is no reason why you should 


not,” I answered. 
“Oh, the English are not like you 


Americans; they. send men. English © 


women when they grow up marry and 
have homes and children to look after. 
The men do the important things.” | 

“Emily,” interrupted the pugnacious 


‘seven-year-old Constance who had con- 


fided to me that her father prohibited the 
use of Connie, which had not prevented 


45 


that that moment it became talllerowe for 
us to say that thereafter the rights of 


women to citizenship shall be dependent 


on the a of men. At that moment the 


By Rebecca Hourwich | 


her always being Connie to herself, “There 
are lots of women writers in England. 
The school is full of books with their 
stories in them.” 


~““Writers don’t count if they stay home 


and don’t go anywhere. English women 
writers are that kind. I mean English 
women are not really important people 
like kings and generals.” 


“Emily,” taunted the alert Constance 
and Connie, “you don’t know your his- 
tory. England has had lots of important 
women queens. There was Elizabeth, and 
Queen Victoria,” 


“And what about ‘Queen Victoria?” 
spoke up the hitherto silent Archie of 
eleven, “Don’t you remember that man’ 
was here that time, and they were all 
talking about something, and he said 
Queen Victoria was a good old soul, and 
could not be held responsible, because she 
never had her way, she wasn’t the real 
ruler of England, but did what the men 
told her?” | | 


“She was queen all the same,” replied 
the undaunted Connie. 


“That’s your trouble Connie,” ew 


Equal Rights 


doctrine of dependent or derived citizen- 
ship became as archaic as the doctrine of . 
ordeal by fire.” This is surely true whether 
ten women or ten thousand are affected.'. 


Do Boys Get > 


pointed out Emily. “You always argue 


and you will not give in when you know 


you are wrong. You know very well that 
if the men weren’t the most important, 
the eldest son wouldn’t be the most im- 
portant. And you know he is the one 
who gets sent on trips, and travels, and 
gets the first choice. Look at the Prince 
of Wales.” 

The conversation was much to Archie’s 
liking, for Archie was the eldest gon, 
and triumphant he passed remarks which 
smacked of the self-assured and conceited, 
and poor Connie, -very much in the minor- 
ity, for the other children were too young 
to regard meals as a period for anything 
but eating, grew excited, told Archie he 
was not so much anyway, finally to lapse 
into a sudden silence when Emily shame- 
facedly announced that they were all 
sorry they had forgotten that I, a guest, 
was with them. 

But Connie remembered her grievance, 
and on one of our walks, her round face, 
sullen and hard in the afternoon sunshine, — 
Connie asked me, “Why do boys get every- 
thing?” In the far off hills of the Ciskei, — 
forty miles from a railroad station, the 
age-old rebellion of woman had seared a 
little girl’s heart. 
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CEIPTS collected by National Head- 
R quarters December 7, 1912, to J anu- 
ary 16, 1926, $1,320,683.11. 
Contributions, membership receipts and 
other receipts, January 16 to 31, 1926: 


Miss Henrietta Young, Mass... $3.00 
Mrs. Amanda G. Beeler, N. 5.00 
Miss Lizabeth Wiley, Wyo 1.00 
Mrs. Edward Thomas, N. or | 5.00 
Mrs. Anna Kelton Wiley, D. C.... 3.00 
Miss Carrie T. Pollitzer, 8. C ; 11.00 
Mrs. Lawrence Lewis, Pa.. ‘ 25.00 
Miss Alta Inez Gwin, N. Y... Ns 1.00 
Mrs. Lola Maverick Lloyd, 10.00 
Miss Kate Staley, W 2.00 
Mrs. George W. Mass... 1.00 
Miss Alice T. Jenkins, I11..... 
Miss Lydia Hammond Gale, N. a : 2.00 
Miss Frances Berrien, Ga 15.00 
Miss Annie S. Newman, Ill 2.00 
Mrs. Grace M. Hargrave, Md eisibeedachucmaabi 1.00 
Mrs. John Jay White, N. Y.... ; ; 25.00 
Miss Amy Juengling, N. Y.. 40.00 
Equal Opportunity League, X.. §.00 
Virginia State Branch... 50.00 
Mrs. Marie Moore Forrest, 5.00 
Mrs. Edith B. Newman, D. C.......... ‘ 5.00 
Miss Emma Killmore, D. 1.00 
Miss Louise Wilkerson, D. C ; 1.00 
Mr. John Emery Mitchell, N. Y 10.00 
Mrs. Elizabeth Murray Byers, 1.00 
Mrs. Metta 8S. Davis, Colo 25.00 
Mrs. Lela Gray, Iowa.... ae 73.00 
Mrs. Mary B. Nelson, Pa ie 1.00 
Mrs. George H. Day, Sr., Conn 25.00 
Miss Marguerite Raef, N. viii 10.00 
Mrs. Lowe L. Henry, Mich as 10.00 
Miss Ruth McDuffie, D. C : 1.00 
Miss Matilda Hamill Jones, Pa , sides 2.00 
Mrs. Ne ae A. Van Cauteren, Cal 1.00 
Mrs. L. F. Snow, D. C 25.00 
Miss Lillie Guinzburg, N. Y.... ; 25.00 
Mrs. Eugene BE. Stevens, Md 10.00 
Mrs. Hazel B. Ewing, Til 100.00 
Miss Louise Sitzenstock, Cal.. 1.00 
Miss Mary E. Glover, Cal cackaker 1.00 


Miss Anna Damslund, D. C 1.00 


Treasurer's Report 
EDITH AINGE, Treasurer 
NETTIE TRAIL: C. P. A., Auditor. 


Mrs. Oliver J. Woodhull, Tex. 1.00 
Miss Mary Burnham, Pa... 500.00 
Mrs. Emilie Beall, Ohio. 2.00 
Miss Cordie P. Evans, N. Y 3.00 
Dr. Dora Hendrickson, Ill 5.00 
Miss Clara J. Hendrickson, Ill 5.00 
Miss Mary Gertrude Fendall, Md 5.00 
Mrs. Sara Henry Hood, Tenn... 5.00 
Mrs. John C. Martin, Pa........... 200.00 
Mrs. Jacob Riis, N. Y¥ 100.00 
Miss Blizabeth Fairall, D. C 5.00 
Miss Conseulo Furman, N. 1.00 
Miss Elva E. Thompson, D. C 1.00 
Mrs. Charles Spiegelhalter, Del. 1.00 
Mrs. Gerta H. Pa 1.00 
Mrs. B. McClung, D. 1.00 . 
Miss Lily Mine 1.00. 
Miss Mary C. McQuiston, Cal. 5.00 
Miss Emma B. Elliott, N. Y 5.00 
Mrs. Eugenia §. Altman, Ore.... 1.00 
Mrs. Ruby F. Remont, Calif.... 2.00 
Miss Mattie L. McMorris, D. C 5.00 
Anonymous, Mich.... 5.00 
Mrs. A. P. Clark, Jr., D. C , 5.00 
Miss Laura M. Berrien, D. C.......... 25.00 
Mrs. A. B. Lucas, Idaho 2.00 
Per New Jersey Branch : 
(New Jersey Branch retaining er 
Miss Christine Muriel Vogler 12.50 
Mrs. Lillian H. Kerr, Colo ; witidsinss .00 
Miss Jennie Peterson, Mont... : 1.00 
Mrs. Nina BH. Allender, D. C 10.00 
Miss Martha A. Ijams, Calif ; : 10.00 
Mrs. Katherine E. Smith, Ohio...............000. 10.00 
Mrs. Lucy Karr Milburn, N. J. iad 2.00 
Miss Blizabeth A. Francis, Mass... 1.00 
Dr. Emmogene Powell Sherman, 1.00 
Mrs. James N. Ginns, Del.. aneis 5.00 
Miss Marion Scofield, N. 
Mrs. Nion Tucker, Calif 10.00 
Mrs. Julia M. Pollitzer, N. Y............ ies 2.00 
Miss Mary Dean Powell, D. C..  §.00 
Mrs. Delphine Zell, D. C 1.00 
Miss Elsie G. Wedler, Calif sai 1.00 
Mrs. Eunice M. Chase, Calif.. 


Mrs. R. Loeser, Calif ; 10.00 
Equal Association of Porto Rica........ 10.00 
Mrs. Mary Kelly Macarty, D. C er 5.00 
Mrs. Margaret Blaisdell, N. Y ‘ 5.00 
Miss Lillian Blaisdell, N. Y 5.00 
Mrs. Anna W. Mills, Calif 10.00 
Miss Emma Walter, 1.00 
Miss Kitty Marion, N. ‘ 5.00 
Mrs. Anne Archbold, D. 
Mrs. Mathilde Calhoun, 1.00 
Miss Esther Sayles Root, N. 10.00 
Mrs. ‘Harriet Milinowski, N. Y 1.00 
Miss Mary Stella Maddox, 1.00 
Mrs. F. R. Hazard, Syracuse, N. Y.................. 100.00 
Mrs. Nellie Pike, N. Y 5.00 
Miss Laura R. Stull, Pa 5.00 
Dr. Maude Glasgow, N. Y ae 5.00 
Dr. Alice G. Bryant, Mass ‘isa 25.00 
EQuaAL RIGHTS subscriptions 
Sale of copies of Equa. RIGuHTs 4.65 
Rent of rooms at Headquarters 210.15 
Sale of tickets for Belasco Theatre mass- 

Proceeds of Christmas sale at Headquarters.. 65.06 
Sale of literature and membership cards........° 2.25 
Sale of “Jailed for Freedom”’ late 2.00 
Sale of newspapers 
Sale of postage .80 
Refunds 1.10 
Telephone receipts 1.90 
Collection at mass-meeting 111.32 
Deposits on keys 2.00 
Meals served at 88.60 
Stenographic service . 2.00 

Total Receipts, National Headquarters, 

Total Receipts, December 7, 4912, to 
January 31, 1926 $1,323,000.31 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY 


Printers 


LIGHT AND LOMBARD STREETS 
Entrance on Balderston Street 
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